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□ Claims — 

| | This application has been tiled with informal drawings whic 
matter Is Indicated. 

1 — | Allowable subject matter having been indicated, formal drawings are required in response to this Office action. 

t drawings have been received on These drawings are Q acceptable; 



□ The corrected 
□ not 

□ TheQ proposed drawing correction and/or the □ proposed additional or substitul 
has (have) been □ approved by the e»aminer. Q disapproved by the examiner Is 



rings, filed or 
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Claims 1-2 are reiected under 35 U.S.C- 112. first 

oaraqraDh. as the disclosure is enabling onlv for claims 

limited in accord with page 1. line 25. See MPEP 

706.03 (n) and 706 .03 (z). "Administering" is broader 

than i.m. and i.v. 

The following is a auotation of 35 U.S.C. 103 which 
forms the basis for all obviousness reiections set forth 
in this Office action: 

A patent mav not be obtained though the invention 
is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subiect matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the 
subiect matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subiect matter pertains. Patentability shall not 
be negatived bv the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

Subiect matter developed bv another person, which 
Qualifies as prior art onlv under subsection (f) 
and (g) of section 102 of this title, shall not 
preclude patentability under this section where the 
subiect matter and the claimed invention were, at 
the time the invention was made, owned bv the same 
person or subiect to an obligation of assignment to 
the same person. 

Claims 1-4 are reiected under 35 n . <=5 _ C 103 as 
being unpatentable over the arimi ti-ed facts of p«ri<=» 1 
jt wnn l he evnected that a sedative/analgesic wuld have 
activity in any animal. It is also noted that "mammal" 
broadly stated in claim 1 clearly includes any prior art 
animal . 

The following is a auotation of 35 U.S.C. 103 which 
forms the basis for all obviousness reiections set forth 
in this Office action: 

A patent mav not be obtained though the invention 
is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subiect matter sought to be 
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patented and the prior art. are Rnrh that the 
subiect matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person 
havinq ordinarv sicill in the art to which said 
subiect matter pertains. Patentability shall not 
be neqatived bv the manner in which the invention 
was made - 

Subiect matter developed bv another person, which 
Qualifies as prior art onlv under subsection (f) 
and (a) of section 102 of this title, shall not 
preclude patentability under this section where the 
subiect matter and the claimed invention were, at 
the time the invention was made, owned bv the same 
person or subiect to an obliqation of assianment to 
the same person. 

Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U-S.C. 103 as 
beinq unpatentable over Chem. Abst. The compounds is 
tauqht as therapeutically old. The open form of the 
host is readable on the intended host for the prior art 
use. Accordinqlv, the claims are not patentable, the 
specific use notwi ths tandinq . 

The formula of paqe 1 appears in error. 
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